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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to A rguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-39 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to because ref. 21 in Figs. 2 and 3 should be labeled "Packet 
Division Unit" rather than "Racket Division Unit". Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 
37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing 
on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure 
or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing 
figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and 
where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the 
brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement 
sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not 
accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective 
action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

3. 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, requires the specification to be written in "full, clear, 
concise, and exact terms." The specification is replete with terms which are not clear, concise 



Application/Control Number: Page 3 

10/720,135 

Art Unit: 2616 

and exact. The specification should be revised carefully in order to comply with 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 
first paragraph. Examples of some unclear, inexact or verbose terms used in the specification 
are: p. 1, 11. 6-7, "present invention relates to voice data transmitting and receiving system" 
(Does this refer to a single or multiple systems?); p. 1, 11. 8-9, "system capable of securing 
meaning data" (What does it mean to "secure[e] meaning data"?); p. 1, 11. 9-11, "communication 
path such as QoS (quality of services) non-guaranteed network, for instance an internet" (What is 
a "QoS non-guaranteed network"? Does "an internet" refer to "the Internet"?); p. 1, 11. 12-17, 
"As internet which is in common use across borders and all over the world, electronic mercantile 
transactions and internet telephone, i.e. IP (internet protocol) telephone are attracting attentions 
aside from such conventional applications as home page reading, electronic mails and file 
transfer" (This is only a fragment, rather than a complete sentence. How is "in common use 
across borders" substantially different from "all over the world"? What is "home page 
reading"?); p. 1, 11. 18-19, "network centered on line exchange in telephone network" (What is 
this term referring to?); p. 1, 11. 19-20, "IP network based on packet exchanges" (Is there any IP 
network that is not based on packet exchanges, i.e. doesn't "IP network" implicitly include a 
network based on packet exchange?); p. 1, 1. 21 "the IP telephone communication" (To which IP 
telephone communication does this refer?); p. 1, 1. "IP base network" (Is this an IP based 
network?); and p. 1,1. 24-p. 2, 1. 1 "What is called internet telephone is the utilization, in part of 
or full network service, of the same IP network, i.e., communication network for communication 
in internet protocol) as those utilized for such applications as IP telephone and www therein by 
voice telephone service utilizing IP network techniques" (This sentence seemingly says "What is 
called internet telephone is the use of the same IP network as that utilized for such applications 
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as IP telephone," such that "IP telephone" is defined by referring to "IP telephone." In addition, 
what is "utilization, in part of or full network service of the same IP network"? What is "www"? 
The phrase "in internet protocol)" has a closing parenthesis but no opening parenthesis.). 
Examiner notes that these are only the problems found on page 1 of the Specification; numerous 
other errors are found throughout the remaining text of the Specification. Examiner requests that 
Applicant edit both the disclosure and the abstract to clarify the language of the Specification. In 
doing so, Applicant is cautioned not to include new matter in the Specification. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 5, "clause units" 
should be "divided clause units". Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Claim 15 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 4, "clause units" 
should be "divided clause units". Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Claim 30 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 2, "voice" should 
be "voice data". Appropriate correction is required. 

7. Claim 31 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 2, "voice" should 
be "voice data". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

8. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

9. Claims 1-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, because the specification, 
while being enabling for a transmitting and receiving system for transmitting and receiving 
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packet data containing divided clause units, does not reasonably provide enablement for all 
transmitting and receiving systems. The specification does not enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 

10. Claim 1 recites: "A voice data transmitting and receiving system for transmitting and 
receiving voice data as packet data via a network, wherein: [the transmission side performs 
various functions] and [the reception side performs various functions]." Here, the phrase "for 
transmitting and receiving voice data as packet data via a network" is an intended use limitation 
since it fails to provide for a structural limitation of the claim. See MPEP §§ 21 1 1.02(11), 2114. 
An intended use limitation does not differentiate the claim from the prior art. Id, In addition, 
"wherein" clauses constitute claim language that raises questions as to whether the language 
"suggests or makes optional but does not require steps to be performed" or whether the language 
"does not limit a claim to a particular structure " MPEP § 21 1 1.04. In this case, the wherein 
clause does not limit the claim to a particular structure since the wherein clause merely recites 
the functions to be performed by the transmission side and the reception side. These functions 
are not limited to a particular structure, but rather only set forth what the system should do when 
operating. "While features of an apparatus may be recited either structurally or functionally, 
claims directed to an apparatus must be distinguished from the prior art in terms of structure 
rather than function." MPEP § 21 14 (citing to In re Schreiber, 128 F.3d 1473, 1477-78, 44 
USPQ2d 1 429, 1 43 1 -32 (Fed. Cir. 1 997)). In view of the foregoing, Applicant has only claimed 
a transmitting and receiving system containing a transmission side and a reception side. This 
claim is broad enough to cover all transmitting and receiving systems, whereas Applicant has 
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only invented a particular transmitting and receiving system. As such, the specification does not 
enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the claimed invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 

1 1 . Claim 2 recites: "A voice data transmitting and receiving system, wherein: [the 
transmission side performs various functions] and [the reception side performs various 
functions]." " Wherein" clauses constitute claim language that raises questions as to whether the 
language "suggests or makes optional but does not require steps to be performed" or whether the 
language "does not limit a claim to a particular structure " MPEP § 21 1 1.04. In this case, the 
wherein clause does not limit the claim to a particular structure since the wherein clause merely 
recites the functions to be performed by the transmission side and the reception side. These 
functions are not limited to a particular structure, but rather only set forth what the system should 
do when operating. "While features of an apparatus may be recited either structurally or 
functionally, claims directed to an apparatus must be distinguished from the prior art in terms of 
structure rather than function." MPEP § 21 14 (citing to In re Schreiber, 128 F.3d 1473, 1477- 
78, 44 USPQ2d 1429, 1431-32 (Fed. Cir. 1997)). In view of the foregoing, Applicant has only 
claimed a transmitting and receiving system containing a transmission side and a reception side. 
This claim is broad enough to cover all transmitting and receiving systems, whereas Applicant 
has only invented a particular transmitting and receiving system. As such, the specification does 
not enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the claimed invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 

12. Claim 3 recites: "A voice data transmitting and receiving system, wherein: [the 
transmission side performs various functions] and [the reception side performs various 
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functions]." " Wherein" clauses constitute claim language that raises questions as to whether the 
language "suggests or makes optional but does not require steps to be performed" or whether the 
language "does not limit a claim to a particular structure." MPEP § 21 1 1.04. In this case, the 
wherein clause does not limit the claim to a particular structure since the wherein clause merely 
recites the functions to be performed by the transmission side and the reception side. These 
functions are not limited to a particular structure, but rather only set forth what the system should 
do when operating. "While features of an apparatus may be recited either structurally or 
functionally, claims directed to an apparatus must be distinguished from the prior art in terms of 
structure rather than function." MPEP § 21 14 (citing to In re Schreiber, 128 F.3d 1473, 1477- 
78, 44 USPQ2d 1429, 1431-32 (Fed. Cir. 1997)). In view of the foregoing, Applicant has only 
claimed a transmitting and receiving system containing a transmission side and a reception side. 
This claim is broad enough to cover all transmitting and receiving systems, whereas Applicant 
has only invented a particular transmitting and receiving system. As such, the specification does 
not enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the claimed invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 
13. Claim 15 recites: "A voice data transmitting and receiving method as packet data via a 
network, wherein: [various functions are suggested]." "Wherein" clauses constitute claim 
language that raises questions as to whether the language "suggests or makes optional but does 
not require steps to be performed" or whether the language "does not limit a claim to a particular 
structure." MPEP § 21 1 1 .04. In this case, since the claim never positively recites any process 
steps, it is presumed that the wherein clause makes optional but does not require the steps to be 
performed. Simply, a positive recitation of the process steps would have clearly required the 
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steps to be performed, such that by placing these steps after a wherein clause it is presumed the 
Applicant did not intend to clearly require the steps to be performed. In view of the foregoing, 
Applicant has only claimed a voice data transmitting and receiving method. The claim is broad 
enough to cover all voice data transmitting and receiving methods, whereas Applicant has only 
invented a particular voice data transmitting and receiving method. As such, the specification 
does not enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the claimed invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 
14. Claim 16 recites: "A voice data transmitting and receiving method, wherein: [various 
functions are suggested]." "Wherein" clauses constitute claim language that raises questions as 
to whether the language "suggests or makes optional but does not require steps to be performed" 
or whether the language "does not limit a claim to a particular structure." MPEP § 21 1 1 .04. In 
this case, since the claim never positively recites any process steps, it is presumed that the 
wherein clause makes optional but does not require the steps to be performed. Simply, a positive 
recitation of the process steps would have clearly required the steps to be performed, such that by 
placing these steps after a wherein clause it is presumed the Applicant did not intend to clearly 
require the steps to be performed. In view of the foregoing, Applicant has only claimed a voice 
data transmitting and receiving method. The claim is broad enough to cover all voice data 
transmitting and receiving methods, whereas Applicant has only invented a particular voice data 
transmitting and receiving method. As such, the specification does not enable any person skilled 
in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
claimed invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 
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15. Claim 17 recites: "A voice data transmitting and receiving method, wherein: [various 
functions are suggested]." "Wherein" clauses constitute claim language that raises questions as 
to whether the language "suggests or makes optional but does not require steps to be performed" 
or whether the language "does not limit a claim to a particular structure." MPEP § 21 1 1 .04. In 
this case, since the claim never positively recites any process steps, it is presumed that the 
wherein clause makes optional but does not require the steps to be performed. Simply, a positive 
recitation of the process steps would have clearly required the steps to be performed, such that by 
placing these steps after a wherein clause it is presumed the Applicant did not intend to clearly 
require the steps to be performed. In view of the foregoing, Applicant has only claimed a voice 
data transmitting and receiving method. The claim is broad enough to cover all voice data 
transmitting and receiving methods, whereas Applicant has only invented a particular voice data 
transmitting and receiving method. As such, the specification does not enable any person skilled 
in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
claimed invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 

16. Examiner notes that claims traditionally are structured in the following manner: 
preamble, transitional phrase, and body of the claim. For example, in the traditional manner, 
claim 15 would be rewritten as follows: "A method for transmitting and receiving voice data as 
packet data via a network, the method comprising the steps of: in a transmission side: dividing 
voice clauses; transmitting the divided clause units as packet data in divided clause units; and in 
a reception side: outputting the voice data based on the received packet data in clause units." 
Examiner stresses that Applicant should rewrite the claims in the aforementioned format because 



Application/Control Number: Page 10 

10/720,135 

Art Unit: 2616 

this will positively recite either the structure or steps of the claim, thereby avoiding claiming 
subject matter that is not commensurate in scope with the claims. 

17. Claims 4-7, 14, 20, 21, 24, 25, 38, and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

18. Claim 4 recites: "wherein the packet data sent out from the transmission side is in the 
form of a file." Claim 1 recites: "transmitting and receiving voice data as packet data via a 
network." Thus, claim 4, in conjunction with claim 1, requires sending packet data in the form 
of files over a network that communicates packet data. The Specification never discusses 
forming packet data as files to be transmitted over a network that communicates packet data. As 
such, the claims contain subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a 
way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

19. Claims 5, 20, and 21 recite: "wherein on the transmission side either a re-transfer request 
is provided by recognizing missing of received packet data or an interpolation process on the 
received data is executed based on the received file data." This requires the transmission side to 
provide some sort of error correction on received data, where the transmission side never 
receives data (the reception side receives received data). As such, the claims contain subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the 
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art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

20. Claims 7, 24, and 25 recite: "wherein in the reception side, the file data sent out from the 
transmission side is taken out from the received data based on the discrimination data." 
Allowing for various errors in the transmission process, Examiner assumes that the set of file 
data sent out from the transmission side is the same as the set of received data, i.e. no data is 
added to the transmitted data after it has been transmitted. Therefore, it is impossible to take out 
the file data sent out from the transmission side from the received data because these two sets of 
data are the same, i.e. "take out" implies that only a subset of the data is removed from a larger 
set. As such, the claims contain subject matter which was not described in the specification in 
such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

21 . Claims 14, 38, and 39 recite: "A voice data transmitting and receiving system . . . 
wherein the system is selected based on the extent of communication per unit time between the 
transmission and reception sides." This requires that the system select itself because the claims 
are all directed to the operation of a system. The Specification fails to provide how the system 
selects itself or what are the options from which the system is able to choose from before 
selecting itself. As such, the claims contain subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which 
it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

22. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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23. Claims 1-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

24. Claim 1 recites: "voice clauses are divided and transmitted as packet data in divided 
clause units." It is unclear how packets are transmitted "in divided clause units." Does this 
mean that each packet contains a divided voice clause in its payload? Does this means that a 
group of packets comprising a "divided clause unit" are sent as bursts in the communication 
system? Applicant is required to clarify the relationship between the divided voice clauses and 
the "packet data in divided clause units." 

25. Claim 2 recites: "Real Time Packets (RTPs) in the clause units." It is unclear how RTPs 
are transferred "in clause units." Does this mean that each packet contains a voice clause in its 
payload? Does this means that a group of packets comprising a "clause unit" are sent as bursts in 
the communication system? Applicant is required to clarify the relationship between the voice 
clauses and the RTPs "in clause units." 

26. Claim 2 recites: "real-time communication packets" (line 4) and "Real Time Packets 
(RTPs)" (line 6). It is unclear whether these two limitations are synonymous or distinct. If these 
phrases are synonymous, then Applicant should amend the claim to use the same phrase in both 
instances. If these phrases are distinct, Applicant should amend one of the phrases to clarify the 
distinction. 

27. Claim 2 recites: "Real Time Packets (RTPs) in clause units" (line 6) and "packet data in 
clause units" (line 9). It is unclear whether these two limitations are synonymous or distinct. If 
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these phrases are synonymous, then Applicant should amend the claim to use the same phrase in 
both instances. If these phrases are distinct, Applicant should amend one of the phrases to clarify 
the distinction. For example, Applicant could amend "packet data in clause units" to be 
"received RTPs in clause units". 

28. Claim 3 recites: "Real Time Packets (RTPs) in the clause units." It is unclear how RTPs 
are transferred "in clause units." Does this mean that each packet contains a voice clause in its 
payload? Does this means that a group of packets comprising a "clause unit" are sent as bursts in 
the communication system? Applicant is required to clarify the relationship between the voice 
clauses and the RTPs "in clause units." 

29. Claim 3 recites: "real-time communication packets" (line 4) and "Real Time Packets 
(RTPs)" (line 6). It is unclear whether these two limitations are synonymous or distinct. If these 
phrases are synonymous, then Applicant should amend the claim to use the same phrase in both 
instances. If these phrases are distinct, Applicant should amend one of the phrases to clarify the 
distinction. 

30. Claim 3 recites: "the clause units are combined into a single packet data". The word 
"data" is the plural of the word "datum". As such, it is unclear how there can be a single data. 

3 1 . Claim 3 recites: "Real Time Packets (RTPs) in clause units" (line 6) and "packet data in 
clause units" (line 9). It is unclear whether these two limitations are synonymous or distinct. If 
these phrases are synonymous, then Applicant should amend the claim to use the same phrase in 
both instances. If these phrases are distinct, Applicant should amend one of the phrases to clarify 
the distinction. For example, Applicant could amend "packet data in clause units" to be 
"received RTPs in clause units". 



Application/Control Number: Page 14 

10/720,135 

Art Unit: 2616 

32. Claim 15 recites: "voice clauses are divided and transmitted as packet data in divided 
clause units." It is unclear how packets are transmitted "in divided clause units." Does this 
mean that each packet contains a divided voice clause in its payload? Does this means that a 
group of packets comprising a "divided clause unit" are sent as bursts in the communication 
system? Applicant is required to clarify the relationship between the divided voice clauses and 
the "packet data in divided clause units." 

33. Claim 16 recites: "Real Time Packets (RTPs) in the clause units." It is unclear how RTPs 
are transferred "in clause units." Does this mean that each packet contains a voice clause in its 
payload? Does this means that a group of packets comprising a "clause unit" are sent as bursts in 
the communication system? Applicant is required to clarify the relationship between the voice 
clauses and the RTPs "in clause units." 

34. Claim 16 recites: "real-time communication packets" (line 3) and "Real Time Packets 
(RTPs)" (lines 4-5). It is unclear whether these two limitations are synonymous or distinct. If 
these phrases are synonymous, then Applicant should amend the claim to use the same phrase in 
both instances. If these phrases are distinct, Applicant should amend one of the phrases to clarify 
the distinction. 

35. Claim 16 recites: "Real Time Packets (RTPs) in clause units" (lines 4-5) and "packet data 
in clause units" (line 7). It is unclear whether these two limitations are synonymous or distinct. 
If these phrases are synonymous, then Applicant should amend the claim to use the same phrase 
in both instances. If these phrases are distinct, Applicant should amend one of the phrases to 
clarify the distinction. For example, Applicant could amend "packet data in clause units" to be 
"received RTPs in clause units". 
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36. Claim 17 recites: "Real Time Packets (RTPs) in the clause units." It is unclear how RTPs 
are transferred "in clause units." Does this mean that each packet contains a voice clause in its 
payload? Does this means that a group of packets comprising a "clause unit" are sent as bursts in 
the communication system? Applicant is required to clarify the relationship between the voice 
clauses and the RTPs "in clause units." 

37. Claim 1 7 recites: "real-time communication packets" (line 3) and "Real Time Packets 
(RTPs)" (lines 4-5). It is unclear whether these two limitations are synonymous or distinct. If 
these phrases are synonymous, then Applicant should amend the claim to use the same phrase in 
both instances. If these phrases are distinct, Applicant should amend one of the phrases to clarify 
the distinction. 

38. Claim 17 recites: "the clause units are combined into a single packet data". The word 
"data" is the plural of the word "datum". As such, it is unclear how there can be a single data. 

39. Claim 1 7 recites: "Real Time Packets (RTPs) in clause units" (lines 4-5) and "packet data 
in clause units" (line 7). It is unclear whether these two limitations are synonymous or distinct. 
If these phrases are synonymous, then Applicant should amend the claim to use the same phrase 
in both instances. If these phrases are distinct, Applicant should amend one of the phrases to 
clarify the distinction. For example, Applicant could amend "packet data in clause units" to be 
"received RTPs in clause units". 

40. Claims 18 and 19 recite the limitation "data" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear whether "data" refers to "voice data" or 
"packet data". Examiner notes that if claims 1 8 and 1 9 are amended in conformance with 
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currently amended claim 4, then these claims will also be subject to rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 
1 12, first paragraph, as failing the enablement requirement. 

41. Claims 22 and 23 recite the limitation 'Tile data" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §102 

42. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

43. Claims 1-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kudo et al. 
(USPN 5,148,429), of record. 

44. Regarding claims 1-14 and 18-39, incorporating the analysis of the claims from the 
rejections pertaining to 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, Kudo discloses a transmitting and 
receiving system containing a transmission side and a reception side (col. 3, I. 61 -col. 4, 1. 36). 

45. Regarding claims 15-17 incorporating the analysis of the claims from the rejections 
pertaining to 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, Kudo discloses a voice data transmitting and 
receiving method (col. 3, 1. 61 -col. 4, 1. 36). 

Conclusion 

46. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Wang (USPN 7,069,208); Huart et al. (USPN 7,013,267); Lindemann (USPN 
6,754,265); Gibson et al. (USPN 6,445,717); Shepard (USPN 5,943,347); Jagadeesan (USPN 
6,836,804); and Minko (USPN 5,963,551). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel J. Ryman whose telephone number is (571)272-3152. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8:00am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571)272-3155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Daniel J. Ryman 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2616 




